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This brief (which is filed in triplicate) is in reply to the Examiner's Answer mailed 
July 31 , 2003. 

ARGUMENT 

Claim 16 calls for H(%) > -200d + 140(mm) wherein d is the distance between 
the light diffuser and the light reflector, and H is the haze value of the light diffuser. In 
section 1 1 of the Examiner's Answer entitled "Response to Argument", the Examiner 
states that "no prior art teaches or suggests the discovered inequality". The Examiner 
then states that "[h]owever, the prior art does teach and/or suggest a device whose 



haze value (H) and distance (d) satisfy the inequality*'. The Examiner concludes by 
stating that "[t]his is not disputed by the appellant". 

Applicant respectfully disagrees with the Examiner's conclusion and asserts that 
the prior art of record does not teach or suggest such a device. More particularly, 
Weber teaches in FIG. 9 a transflective optical display 128 including a liquid crystal 
display device 130, a backlight 132, an optical diffuser 134, and a switchable 
transflector 136. With respect to dimensions, Weber only states that "the complete 
transflective optical display 128 will be . . . relatively thin in cross section". While Weber 
describes various constructions of the backlight 132 and the optical diffuser 134, Weber 
does not teach the dimensions of these components nor the spacing to be provided 
therebetween (assuming that the backlight 132 includes a reflector as recited in claim 
16). Likewise, while Weber describes the configuration of the switchable transflector 
136, Weber does not teach the dimensions of the components therein. Absent such 
dimensions, it is improper to conclude that Weber teaches and/or suggests a haze 
value (H) and distance (d) that satisfy the claimed inequality. 

The examiner's prior assertions that there are at least two substrates 150 and 
152 between the diffuser 134 and the reflector of Weber and that the light guide itself 
has some thickness are correct. However, the examiner's conclusion that d will be 
greater than 0.7 mm is without support. As such, the claimed haze inequality is not 
automatically satisfied. 
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